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1. Source continued to maintain social dontacts with Subject
on the prefgvious bmsis ; inviting Gubject and his colieaguaa ( MIKHALEV
Alokaandr and ODABASYAN Boris) to his house ' supplyingiﬁlth Ukrainian,‘,‘
Russion, and English books end papers, helping in study material asc,

Their relations could ke deacribed as very friendly , in Source'a opiniqn.;
éing to the fact that he stuck to his original line in dealing ‘with .
Jubject ,namely,little politica and more soclals. Non the less pul*tiqql
topica were unaveidable and ervpred up quite often withinh Qhe contexts - K

of general discussions. L ‘ ;ﬂ- ) ';J“-

2e Thus, Subject did not approve of Siniavsky and Daniel trial
and in his opinion '‘the whole approach of authoritiea was wrong. This fl_kd
will only c.omplicate authorities’$ relations with ycung intellegentaia !
end young people in generals Jubjeet knew about protests of somg ﬁ8nolalars
ahd writers against the harsh treatment of Simbavsky and Damial and told ™
- Source that also some Soviet lawyers either .alredy have. had or will ~f:'?i
have prese ted similar petition on behalf of both writeru to the CC CPQU._~
He did notAthe detalla but added that he did not exclude the pQSSibility'ugL
that after the Congress of the party the sentences might be comeuted - ¢

to more lenient punishments,

_ 3. Subject denied that-:there would be a return to Stalinisnm
in the aftermath of the 23rd Congress, In his opinion Stalin would getjsi“C
only a fairer appraisal in the history of the party and the system T
will get rid of Khrush.hevian '"tricks and gimmicks" ihat often hadad ‘
compromised the party and the government. Should it turn out ,howchr,F
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to Le difterent , Subjechy would stréngly disapprove of it, "Stalinion -
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belong to the past and could not be revived". On the other hand when
reminded of Siniavsky and Daniel ,subject either preferred to kcep
silent or refer to the protests insiuve the Soviet Enlonjgginst the hareh
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treatment of both wrlters, .‘?Af( Cialdivie
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In Source's opinion this stiitude of Subject could be guite génuine and
he wus sincere’in his dislike of Stal nim,. . Even nif. .tils rejection

of Stalinism wasamore engendered by his wishful 1inking not to see it

return again than by cold evaluation of Lamksy recent events.;

k4,  Subject obviously gets some briefing from aomecne “above .
him" judghng by the fact that he often returs to same topﬂc next day or’
a few days aftery 1t was mentioned by him primarily. Tnus, in case
of the arson of National Library in Kiev ,3ubject "knew' much more about
@ o few days later aud returned to the’ topie hlmSelf. lie doaaf%ﬁme
@rivrrso with topns on *nternational politics as well, ‘

5., Lately Subject was very busy with Prog NEDJAYLO Fetro of
£iev who took him to varlous plages and individuals as interprater
-under the pretext that he "was introducing and tralning him's Subject
compleined sbout WEDBAILO as"be*ng an egolst even hare and bcﬁhering ﬁiﬁ‘
with hic own &ffairs". LAmong other things , Praf. REDSAYLO asned aubaect
to provide him4afi kind of material incl, Suchasnist # 6 in wnich
therce was an artlcle by Dr Prokop on amalgamation of nations in the -
Soviet “nione. According to Suoject Prof NEDBAYLO was raading practically
everything published abroad in Unraingan,“ﬁ %aﬁas glven to Subject by
Sources. HEZDBAYLu found those publication on Subject's shelves and

was very interested in them.
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